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do we know, unless we have some positive evidence,, that the remaining nature is the cause orcc form " of the given nature ? Might they not both be, so far as our knowledge reaches, ultimate facts of nature, uniformities of co-existence, like Inertia and Gravity ? Or lastly, might not the given nature be the form of the other, instead of the reverse ?
The apparatus for conducting the Method of Exclusions is of far more importance in the history of Inductive Logic than is that method itself, and it is remarkable that it is quite as applicable to obtaining positive as to obtaining negative results.3 This apparatus consists of certain " Tables " and a comparison of the results therein contained. In the First Table (Aph. 11), taking heat as his example of the "nature " whose Form is to be found, he brings together, or rather attempts to bring together, instances of all the known circumstances, however dissimilar in other respects, under which heat presents itself. Some of the fc instances agreeing1 in the nature of heat" (Instantuo convcnientes in mituni calicli) are of the most bizarre kind, and there is a confusion throughout between substances which excite in our organs a sensation of heat and those which are themselves actually hot. But yet the principle on which these instances are collected is a thoroughly sound one. If the investigator can succeed in. bringing together instances so numerous and various, that, in addition to the given " nature/' they have only one other circumstance in common, that circumstance may be regarded with considerable probability as connected by causation with
3 In Aph. 15 lie actually gives a rule (or rules) for obtaining from the " Tables " an immediate and positive result. " Facia autem comparentia, in opere ponenda est ipsa Inductio. Invcnienda e.st enim, super compa-rentiam omnium ct singularum instantiarum, natura talis, qu:i; cum natura data perpetuo adsit, abait, atque crescat, et decrescat.'' But lie at; once arrests himself, as I shall presently point out in the Text, and then proceeds in the next Aphorism to throw the rules into a negative form.anum*ards those who first explained thunder and lio-khun * by natural causes (see Aristophanes' Clouds, 1. 372, &c.) and of the Christian 1 athers towards those who maintained the existence of Antipodes \    Clni.l-iiu it Si   Ir.u TURKEY-IN-ASIA.    JlyMr   |   C  ]\|, (-,, v    ;\( V           '              J
